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reasons why the question of clerical celibacy was felt to be
so important. It had regularly been prescribed by the law
of the Western Church (unlike the Eastern Church, where
married priests, though not married bishops, were the rule),
and it was enforced not only on priests but on deacons and
subdeacons as well; only the lowest orders—acolyte, exorcist,
lector—were exempt. The law had the force of religious
sentiment behind it, since chastity was felt to be so essentially
a part of the higher life. In accordance with the views on
the Eucharistic Sacrifice formulated in the ninth century, it
was felt that those privileged to " make " (conficere) the
Body of Christ must keep their bodies wholly pure. So, at
a council at Augsburg in 952, in which Otto I himself partici-
pated, marriage was forbidden to priests, deacons, and sub-
deacons, because they handled the divine mysteries. There
was another reason of an entirely different nature. In spite
of the regulations, probably a considerable majority of parish
priests were married. They wished to make provision for
their families, and especially to pass on their benefices to
their sons. The lay patrons made little objection, as the
benefice was to them like any other property, so that benefices
were becoming hereditary and Church property was being
alienated. Though priests' sons were declared illegitimate
and therefore disqualified for ordination, the practice went
on. Even in the twelfth century, we can see from papal
decretals how difficult it was to prevent benefices being
handed down from father to son.
Decrees against simony and clerical marriage were multi- Lay control
plied at synods, but little advance was made against
practices that were of long standing and well-nigh universal.
The object of the reformers was to ensure that spiritual
offices should be held by spiritually-minded persons. The
root of the whole matter lay in getting the right people
appointed, and this did not rest with the Church but with
laymen. The higher offices were filled by royal nomination,
or even sometimes, as in France, by ducal; canonical election
was a mere formality. The parish churches were regarded
as the property of the lords on whose lands they stood, and
these lords therefore asserted the right to nominate the
incumbents. In both cases the Church claimed the final say,
but the archbishop who had to examine the qualifications

